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MAKING THE PROPOSAL MORE SPECIFIC

How c~n this proposal be made mon~ specific? The fo~lowlng o,,,erhseds show
how this cou{d be do~e, k~c~uding a general descflptlon of inforrnat~n
necessary fo~" the Deve~ent Team to use this mo~re comprehe~sh’e
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Broadening the scope of discussiofl WoduceS mo~e options for
meeting each of the fundamental interests of each interest gro~lp.
However, the means of meeting those iflterests might be different
than if the dfscussio~ were cenfmed o~ y to exports.



DEVELOPMENT TEAM SCOPE OF DISCUSSION UNTIL NOW

Un~l now. Development Team discussions have generally focused,
NTA~’~ ~ WAT d~rectty or indire~Jy, on exports. This creates a wth-lOSe s~JotJon. IfENVIRONME ER SUPPLY fishery agencies move slgnifloant~y up the path to recovery by reducing

expo~s, water users cannot meet their export water supply goels. If
expa~ters meet their wator s~pply goals, fishery interes~s cannot meet

~ EXPORTS their recovery goals. If urban water qual~y goals cannot be met In the
Delta, more water ls required.

WATER QUAUTY

~Jntil now, Development Team discussions have genera, l[y focused,
directly o~ Indirectly, on exports. This creates a w~n-lose situation. If f~shery
agenctes move signiflcant~y up the path to recovery by reducing exports,
water users cannot meet their export water suppty goals. If exporters meat
their water supply goals, fishery Interests cannot meet their recovery
goals. If urban water quality goals cannot be met In the Deffa, more water
s required.




